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P    R    E    F    A  .  C  E. 


MA  N,  who  offers  his  Jentiments 
to  the  world,  indijpittably  Juhmits 
himjelf  to  the  tribunal  of  criticifm ; 
nor  Jhoiild  he  affecl  to  complain  of  the 
freedom,  with  which  his  works  are 
canvaffed. — Upon  this  principle  we  ad- 
mit Mr:  FooTE'.i  undoubted  right  to 
invejligate  the  merits  of  Mr.  Hun- 
ter'j  Treatije  on  the  Venereal  Dijeaje; 
and  we  fmcerely  wijh  that  he  had  done 
it  in  a  manner  which  jujiice  coidd  not 
have  blamed, 

a  But 


[    ii  ] 

But  the  moji  impartial  perjon  will 
agree  with  me,  that,  however  Mr. 
FooTE  may  imagine  that  he  has  dij- 
tinguijhed  himjelf  by  the  brilliancy  of 
his  wit,  and  the  poignancy  of  his  fa- 
tire,  yet  his  Objervations  on  Mr,  Hun- 
ter'j  Treatije  are  dejlitute  of  every 
pi'etenfion  to  liberality  and  candor — 
that  his  views  appear  to  be  perfonal; 
and  that  he  zvrites  againfl  Mr,  Hun- 
ter, rather  than  his  opinions. 

Even  refpeEl  for  -  the  fentiments  of 
the  world  fhould  have  induced  Mr. 
FooTE  to  have  proceeded  more  cau- 
tiou/ly.  The  opinion  which  it  enter- 
tains of  Mr,  Hunter,  is  not  to  he 
altered  by  ridicide  and  zvitticifms.— 

Rcafon 
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Reafon  and  experiment  are  the  only 
means  which  can  effetl  a  change  in  that 
opinion. 

Why  I  have  undertaken  a  review  of 

Mr,  Foote'j  labours,  is  an  enquiry  of 
no  moment  to  the  public,    Hozu  I  have 

executed  itytis  theirs  to  judge.  Whatever 
are  its  faidts,  let  me  not  be  charged 
with  the  leaft  intention  of  being  perfonal 
towards  Mr,  Foote.    I  do  not  know 
him  farther  than  by  his  writings  ;  and 
except  when  thofe  lead  me  to  unfavour- 
>ohle  f  ifpicions,  I  can  believe  him  pof 
fejfed  of  every  ufefid  and  every  amiable- 
,  quality.    If  I  have  been  free  in  my  re- 
works, let  him  refleEl^  that  I  am  be- 
drayed  into  that  liberty  by  the  hfluence 
>of  his  oion  example.  On 


[    iv  ] 

On  the  quejiion  concerning  pus,  I 
have  made  mention  of  Joyne  rejpeciahle 
perfons.,  in  oppofition  ■  to  the  doElrine 
which  Mr.  Foote  enforces ;  not  in- 
deed becaiijc  I  am  a  believer  in  either 
of  their  opinions,  hut  merely  to  demon- 
Jirate  how  iinjujily  Mr,  Foote  makes 
a  hooji  of  authorities. 

Nor  do  I  prejume  to  attempt  to  leffen 
the  importance  of  the  very  diflinguiflied 
writer,  whom  Mr.  Foote  has  quoted  on 
that  topic.  Mr.  Pott'j  reputation  can- 
not  he  affeEled  hy  controverting  a  matter 
of  fpecidation ;  nor  will  the  light  of 
truth  dimimfti  the  In  fire  of  his  merit. 


In 
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In  Jpeaking  of  experiments  made 
with  the  Ticuna,  or  American  Poifon,  I 
allude  to  thofe  lately  piiblijhed  by  the 
philojophical  and  Jcientijic  Abbe  Fon- 
TANA. — I  do  not  mean  to  convey  the 
leafi  Jujpicion  of  the  accuracy  of  his 
Experiments;  hut,  tn  expreffng  my 
doubts  of  the  manner  in  which  it  kills, 
I  only  except  to  the  experiments  being 
adduced  as  proofs  that  wounds  are  very 
good  abforhent  furfaces.  For  objeElions 
are  certainly  to  be  raifed  to  the  theory, 
that  the  poifon,  previous  to  its  proving 
mifchievous,  is  conveyed  through  the 
channels  of  the  abforhent s  into  the  blood 
veffels,  and  in  that  manner  mixed  with 
the  blood. 


I 


I  have  made  few  practical  remarks 
071  i/he  coinplaint  under  confideration ; 
Ghufing  to  conjine  myjelf  at  prejent  to 
the  reviewing  of  the  Obfervations.  For 
it  would  have  been  inconvenient  to  have 
delivered  my  oton  obfervations  in  the 
courfe  of  reviewing  the  performance  of 
another.  And,  moreover,  the  expedition 
with  which  the  nature  of  a  review  re- 
qxtires  it  to  be  pid)lifhed,  woidd  not  have 
allowed'  me  to  have  digefled  my  ideas  in 
a'  manner,  which  coidd  havejiflified  my 
attempting  to  communicate  them  to  the 
zvorkL  %• 

/•  have  perufed  the  Second  Part  of 

Mr..  FooTE'i  Obfervations. — In  vie- 

rjit  it  does  not  rife  above  the  Firfl 

Part; 
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■Part ;  and  iii  virulence  it  does  not  fall 
helow  it.  As  I  am  not  certain  that  the 
public  will  approve  oj  the  Review  of 
the  Firji  Part,  I  will  not  hazard  the 
increaje  of  its  diffatisfaElioji,  by  proceed- 
ing at  this  time  to  review  the  Second, 

I fhall  not  trefpafs  upon  the  readers 
time,  by  pointing  out  the  merits,  or  apo- 
logizing for  the  defeHs  of  .the  folbwing 
pages ;  but  will  finifh  my  preface  with^ 
I  hope,  no  unreafonable  petition, 

  Ven'iayn  pro  laude  peto  i  ■  iauiJ^tM  ahrndt--^ 

Non  faftiditus  Ji  tibij  kSfor^  era. 


ERRATA. 


In  the  Title  Page,  read,  A  Revieiu  of  the  Firft  P-art  of,  &c. 
Page  9,  1.  13,  for  Culkn,  read  De  Haen. 
Page  56,  1.8,  before  affociating,  read  firjl. 
And  there  are  a  few  Errors  in  the  Punftuation. 


REVIEW 

O  F 

Mr.  FOOTE's  observations. 


THERE  have  been  very- 
few  illuftrious  chara6lers 
in  thisj  or  any  other  country, 
againfl:  whom  envy  and  male- 
volence have  not  lifted  up  their 
heads :  and  the  ufual  confe- 
quence  of  a  dillinguifhed  per- 
fonage's  committing  his  opinions 
to  writing,  is  an  attack  from 
fome  would-be  critic,  fome  hun- 

B  fome 
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repel  Mr.  Foote's  attack.  Let 
me  then  humbly  hope,  that  the 
Public  will  not  blame  my  pre- 
fumption,  if  I  undertake  that 
talk  ;  and  endeavour  to'  do  fome 
juftice  to  the  reputation  of  a 
man,  to  whom  Science  in  gene- 
ral, and  Medicine  in  particular, 
have  great  and  manifold  obli- 
gations.. 

The  reader  will  excufe  me,  if 
I  do  not  particularly  attend  to 
every  paragraph  in  Mr.  Foote's 
work.  Some  of  his  objeftions, 
for  obvious  reafons,  I  may  not 
think  it  neceffary  to  notice. 

From 
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From  page  ift  we  learn,  that 
ivir.  FooTE  thinks  it  a  matter  of 
rjreat  importance  that  his  protefi 
))e  entered  againft  Mr.  Hun- 
v'er's  do6lrines. 

We  acknowledge  the  merit  of 
Ihis  condu6l ;  and  with  fenti- 
ments  of  gratitude,  not  of  ridi- 
::ule,  will  remember  him  as  the 
^rotefter  againft  the.  do6lrines  of 
ihe  ProfeJfoT  or  Confeffor  *  John 
Hunter. 

*  By  thefe  titles  Mr.  Foote  fpeaks  of  Mr.  Hun- 
"ER,  who  unfortunately  had  no  Profejforjhip.,  be- 
')re  Mr.  Foote  was  facetioujly  pleafed  to  give  him 
■ne. 


In 
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In  the  upper  half  of  page  the 
eighth,  he  gives  us  a  fpecimen 
of  his  powers  in  criticiiing. 

Finding  fault  with  Mr.  Hun- 
ter's definition  of  the  Venereal 
Difeafe,  he  propofes,  inftead 
thereof,  to  "  call  the  difeafe, 
"  an  animal  poifon  peculiar  to 
"  man." — Now,  in  the  name  of 
reafon,  does  this  define  the  dif- 
eafe more  accurately,  than  Mr. 
Hunter's  calling  it  "  a  morbid 

"  poifon?"  Will    not  Mr. 

Foote's  definition  apply  equally 
well  to  the  variolous,  morbillous, 

and 
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md  perhaps  the  peftilential  poi- 
on  ? 


Would  any   man    have  ex- 
£e6led  an  obje6lion  to  fuch  plain, 
iitelligible,    fimple  language  as 
iiis.     "  The  Venereal  Difeafe 
arifes  from  a  poifon,  which 
as  it  is  produced  by  difeafe^ 
and  is  capable  again  of  pro- 
ducing a  fimilar  difeafe,  I  call 
a  morbid  poifon. — Like  all  fuch 
poifons,  it  may  be  communi- 
icated  to  others  in  all  the  va- 
;  rious  ways,  in  which  it  can  be 
received,  producing  the  fame 
(difeafe   in   fome  one   of  its 
I  "  forms. 
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"  forms*/' — We  have  here  a  de- 
finition of  a  morbid  poifon  ;  we 
know  it  ftriftly  appHes  to  the 
venereal  poifon. 

The  feven  following  pages  the 
Protefter  has  written,  and  faid 
nothing. 

In  page  i6thj  he  prefents  us 
with  an  opinion  of  Mr.  Hun- 
ter's, "  That  the  difcharge  from 
"  a  gonorrhoea  is  purulent;"  and 
againft  this  opinion  having  cal- 
led to  his  aid  every  authority 


*  Hunter  on  the  \'^enereal  Difeafe. 

that 
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that  he  can,  he-  is  (letermined  to 
make  a  confiderable  ftand. — But 
let  him  that  ftandeth  take  heed, 
left  he  fall. 

Let  us  hear  the  Protefier : — - 
"  Whoever  has  confidered  what 
"  was  the  caufe  of  pus,  uniformly 
"  agrees,  that  it  muft  arife  ne- 
"  cefTarily  from  a  folution  of  the 
"  parts  where  the  pus  was  form- 

"  ed."  Is  he  then  perfuaded, 

that  'Meffrs.  Gaber,  Pringle, 
Hewson,  Cullen,  Bell,  and 
many  other  Writers,  and  Lec- 
turers on  Phyfiology  and  Medi- 
cine, have  all  wanted  confidera-  - 
tion  ? — That  they  were  all  noto- 

C  rioufly 
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rioufly  fuperficial  inveftigators  of 
things,  and  of  caufes  ? 


Now,  unfortunately,  all  thefe 
authorities  arrange  themfelves  in 
dire6l  oppolition  to  the  do6lrine 
embraced  by  the  Protejler,  Not- 
withftanding  he  threatens  us  with 
calling  up  authorities,  he  does 
nothing  more  than  bring  a  fingle 
quotation  from  Mr.  Pott. — Why 
did  he  not  remember,  "  that 
"  truth  is  not  the  child  of  au- 
"  thority and  why  did  he  not 
refute  Mr.  Hunter,  by  adducing 
experiments,  either  his  own,  or 
of  fome  other  perfon  ?  . 

It 


It  is  fuperfluous  in  me  to  pro- 
fefs  the  higheft  refpe6l  for  the  au- 
thor, whom  he  has  quoted.  Few 
or  none  have  deferved  better  of 
mankind,  or  contributed  more  to 
the  improvement  of  his  profef- 
fion.  Nor  is  it  the  leaft  of  his 
praife,  that  a  more  candid  or 
faithful  recorder  of  fa6ls  never 
exifted. — But  in  matters  of  fpe- 
culation  and  opinion,  the  fmgle 
authority  of  any  man  whatever, 
muft  be  confidered  as  quef- 
tionable. 

The  dignity  of  Mr.  Pott's 
mind  muft  lead  him  to  think  li- 
berally of  others,  and  raife  him 

C  2  above 
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above  the  mean  fufpicion  that 
Mr.  Hunter,  who  is  known  to 
found  every  opinion  upon  fome 
experiments  at  leafi:,  would  teach 
that  the  difcharge  in  a  gonor- 
rhoea, was  purulent,  merely  be- 
caufe  Mr.  Pott  has  faid  it  was 
mucous  *. — It  is  both  indecent 
and  abfurd  to  affign  /uch  a  rea- 
fon  for  Mr.  Hunter's  conduft. 

But  authorities,  and  charafters, 
and  opinions  apart,  it  is  eafy  to 
produce  a  multitude  of  experi- 
ments to  fhew,  that  pus  may  be 

*  «  I  know  why  the  Profeffor  perfifts  to  call  this  fe- 
"  creted  fluid  pus,  and  my  readers  lhall  know  it ;  bc- 
caufe  Mr.  Pott  fays  it  is  not  pus." 

Foote's  Observations,  Part  I.  p-  20. 

formed 
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formed  without  any  breach  in  the 
foHds,  or,  in  , other  words,  with- 
out an  ulcer.  If  the  Protejler  be 
not  acquainted  with  this  truth,  he 
has  either  wanted  appHcation,  or 
opportunities  to  inform  himfelf. 

With  refpe6l  to  the  particular 
queftion  of  the  nature  of  the  dif- 
charge  in  a  gonorrhoea,  if  it  be 
not  in  many  cafes  polfeifed  of 
every  chara61:eriftic  of  pus',  as 
colour,  fmell,  diffufibility  in 
water,  want  of  ropinefs,  &c.  I 
am  perfuaded,  that  half  the  Sur- 
geons in^  England  have  no  tolera- 
bly clear  ideas  of  pus. — That  it 
is  always  purulent,  is  to  be  de- 
nied : 
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nied:  Mr.  Hunter  makes  no 
fuch  aflertion.  The  candid  Pro- 
tejier,  however,  endeavours  to 
perfiiade  us  that  he  (Mr.  H.)  does; 
and  then  fhews  how  he  contra- 
di6ls  himfelf. 

An  apology  is  certainly  due  to 
Mr.  Pott,  for  the  introducing  of 
his  name,  and  his  work  on  this 
occafibn.       The    Protefter  has 
forced  that  excellent  writer  into 
a  controverfy,   in  which,  I  am 
fure,  he  never  dreamed  of  being 
Engaged.— The  book,  which  the  . 
Protefter  quotes,  was  written  to 
correft  fome  prevailing  falfe  opi- 
nions, which  influenced  the  prac- 
tice 
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tice  of  Surgeons  in  the  treating 
of  Fifiulce  Lachrymales.  Deceived 
by  the  notion  that  pus  was,  al- 
ways generated  by  an  ulcer,  and 
feeing  a  purulent  difcharge  in 
fiflulae  lachrymales,  they  heli- 
,tated  not  to  believe,  that  the 
parts  from  whence  it  ilfued  were 
ulcerated,  and  the  fubjacent 
bones  carious ;  and  this  fuppofed 
ulcer  and  caries,  they  fell  upon 
with  fire  and  fword. 

The  fagacity  of  Mr.  Pott  ma- 
nifefted  to  him  the  falfehood  of 
their  principles ;  and  in  the  work 
which  I  allude  to,  he  corre6ls  the 
opinion  of  ulceration  and  caries, 

and 


[    i6  ] 

and  points  out  the  true  and  ra- 
tional mode  of  cure.  To  do  this 
was  his  grand  obje6l;  and  his  in- 
quiry into  the  difference  be- 
tween purulent  and  mucous  dif- 
chargeSjWas  madeonly  with  aview 
the  more  firmly  to  eftablifh  the 
principles  and  the  pra6lice  which 
he  recommends. — If  the  Protejier 
makes  no  more  of  Jianding  againft 
other  opinions  which  he  diflikeSj 
than  he  has  made  of  his  Jianding 
on  this  occafion,  verily  he  may 
as  well  fit  down. — Here  he  was 
to  make  a  confiderable  Jiand,  and 
to  call  every  authority,  which  he 
could,  to  his  afTiftance. — What 
were  we  not  led  to  expe6l? — 

"  BlefTed 
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Bleffed  are  they  who  expe6l  no- 
thing, for  they  fhall  not  be  dif- 

appointed."  Neither  argument 

cor  experiment  are  adduced  againft 
Ilr.  Hunter  ;  but  merely  an  opi- 
iion  is  quoted  from  a  work  fami^ 
^ar  to  us  all. 

In  the  next  paragraph  we  learn, 
iiat  the  Protefter  "  has  never  feen 
-  that  the  inflammatory  ftate  took 
place  a  confiderable  time  before 
the  difcharge/' — Mr.  Hunter,  in 
iipport  of  his  do6lrine,  brings  the 
.vddence  of  fa61:s ;    but  the  ProteJ-- 
•r  is  for  weighing  his  doubts  againft 
iiem.    Is  not  this  kickmg  againfi  the 
neks  ? 

'     D  If 
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If  the  accounts,  which  patients 
give  of  themfelvesj  are  to  be  de- 
pended upon,  I  may  fay,  that  I  have 
known  uneafinefs  in  the  urethra 
take  place  days  before  a  gonorrhoea 
appeared. 

Page  27. — Why  does  the  Protef- 
ter  afk  Mr.  Hunter,  "  if  he  calls 
"  the  difcharge,  without  virus,  pus 
"  alfo  ?"  In  the  very  beginning  of 
the  chapter  upon  which  he  is  com- 
menting, it  is  faid,  "  the  furface  of 
"  the  urethra  is  fubje6l  to  inflamma- 
"  tion,  and  Juppuration,  from  various 
"  caufes,  befides  the  venereal  poi- 
"  fon*." 

*  Hunter,  page  32. 

Page 
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Page  27th  to  page  38th. — Here 
vwo  points  of  Mr.  Hunter's  doc- 
!:rine  are  controverted;  the  firft  that 
rime  alone  will  cure  a  gonorrhoea  : 
]:he  fecond,    that  the  addition  of 
ixefh  venereal  matter  to  parts  al- 
ceady  labouring  under  the  venereal 
difeafe,  doth  not  increafe  the  fame; 
md  that  a  part  labouring  under  the 
v^enereal  difeafe  may  be  cured  in  the 
Lifual  fpace  of  time,  notwithftanding 
the  continual  application  to  it  of 
Frefh  venereal  matter. — The  fecond 
[  will  firft  confider:    the  Protejier 
defies  Mr.  Hunter  to  prove  that 
the  gonorrhoea  cannot  be  conti- 
nued  by  the  application  of  frefh 
venereal  matter;"  and  bids  him 
D  2  "  ftand 
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"  ft  and  forth  and  declare  if  the  go- 

o 

"  norrhoea  is  not  continued  by  it." 

335  34- — But  Mr.  FooTE  may 
as  well  recall  his  challenge,  and 
take  up  his  gauntlet.  For  I  do 
alfure  him  that  I  have  known  in- 
ftances  in  which  men  and  their 
wives  have  laboured  under  the  dif 
eafe  at  the  fame  time :  the  hufbands, 
nowithftanding,  continued  their 
ufual  intercourfe  with  their  wives, 
and  both  parties  obtained  their 
cures  much  in  the  ufyal  fpace  of 
time.  One  perfon  was  well  fix 
weeks  before  his  wife;  but  conti- 
nued to  cohabit  with  her  the  whole 
time,  without  any  return  of  his 
complaints. 

Touching 
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Touching  the  firft  point,  expe- 
rience has  fully  affured  me,  that 
r^onorrhoeas  will  fometimes  go  off 
without  medical  affiftance.  Whe- 
Iher  this  will  be  always,  or  even 
f generally  the  cafe,  I  cannot  deter- 
mine, becaufe  where  I  have  been 
luffered  to  follow  my  own  incli- 
nations, I  have  never  left  gonor- 
hcea  to  itfelf.  My  readers,  I  dare 
ay,  will  calmly  and  carefully  pe- 
Tife  what  Mr.  Hunter  fays  upon 
he  queftion,  and  judge  for  them- 
dves. 

That  both  internal  medicines  and 
njeftions  are  fometimes  ufelefs  in 
:he  cure  of  a  gonorrhoea,  I  do  not 

doubt, 
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doubt,  becaufe  I  have  known  the 
difeafe  withftand  the  operations  of  , 
both  for  nearly  twelve  months. 

Of  page  41  I  fhall  obferve,  that 
the  truth  or  falfehood  of  Mr.  Hun- 
ter's opinion  is  to  be  decided  from 
an  appeal  to  fafts  alone. 

Moral  conclufions  are  by  no 
means  to  be  drawn  from  phyfical 
experiments ;  and,  therefore,  if 
Mr.  FooTE  had  been  a  man  of 
candour,  and  an  advocate  for  fim- 
ple  truth,  he  would  not  in  this,  or  any 
other  part  of  his  Obfervations,  have 
taken  the  advantage  of  prejudicing 
his  readers  againft  Mr.  Hunter,  by 

infniuating. 
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infmuating,  that  his  doftrines  have 
;  a  tendency  to  promote  vicious  ac- 
tions. Feeble,  indeed,  muft  be  the 
attachment  to  virtue  of  that  mind, 

which  is  reftrained  from  the  perpe- 
tration of  crimes  only  by  the  fear 
of  corporal  inconveniences* 

Page  43  and  44,  of  the  Chorde, — 
Mr.  FooTE  feems  to  puzzle  himfelf 
as  well  as  his  reader,  in  order  to 
raife  fome  objeflion  to  Mr.  Hun- 
ter's do6lrine  on  this  fubje6l.  Ne- 
verthelefs  he  agrees  with  him  as  to 
the  main  point;  that  is,  that  the 
Chorde'  is  owing  to  an  incapacity  in 
the  corpus  fpongiofum  urethr^e  of 
being  diftended  in  the  fame  propor- 
tion 
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tion  in  which  the  corpora  caver-  1 
nofa  are  diftended.  So  far  he  af- 
fents,  but  no  farther;  for  the  adopt- 
ing any  theory  of  Mr.  Hunter,  is 
at  all  times  a  furrender  of  all  his 
fenfes.  And  after  all,  he  cannot  • 
compleat  his  explanation  of  the 
Chorde'  without  adopting  language 
and  ideas  hmilar  to  Mr.  Hunter's, 
— Difpojitions,  Anions,  Powers, 

As  far  as  Mr.  Foote  agrees  with 
Mr.  Hunter,  he  is  right;  but  far- 
ther than  this,  I  call  upon  his  own 
experience  to  teftify  that  he  is  wrong. 
He  cannot  but  recolle6l  a  variety 
of  cafes  in  which  the  Chorde'  has 
remained,   after  every  appearance 

of 
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»f  inflammation  has  ceafed.  We 
::annot  fuppofe  him  erriilg  in  this 
^articular  thro'  ignorance,  but  led 
jiiftray  by  his  never-ceafmg  fohci- 
mde  to  perceive  errors  in  "  the 
IFrofefor" 

Chordes,  if  I  may  fpeak  what 
experience  has  taught  me,  may  be 
either  inflammatory  or  Jpajmodic: — 
When  inflammatory,  the  inflam- 
mation from  the  gonorrhoea  having 
likewife  afFe6led  the  corpus  Jpongio- 
fum  urethrce,  its  reticular  fubftance 
from  the  extravafation  of  coagu- 
lable  lymph,  as  in  all  other  in- 
ftances  of  adhefive  inflammation  is 
glued  together.    Mr.  Foote  is  in- 

E  cHned 
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clined  to  fneer  at  the  term  adhefive 
inflammation, — Whether  the  expref- 
fion  be  a  very  proper  one,  I 
will  not  inquire ;  but  I  will  moft 
pofitively  aflert,  that  the  ideas, 
which  are  annexed  by  Mr.  Hun- 
ter to  that  expreflion,  are  to  be 
demonftrated  as  true  from  every 
day's  experience.  The  corpus  fp.on- 
giofum  being  in  the  above  defcribed 
condition,  whenever  an  ere6lion  of 
the  penis  fuddenly  takes  place,  the 
two  corpora  cavernofa  become  com- 
pletely diftended;  but  the  corpus 
fpongiofum  does  not  admit  of  a  fi- 
milar  diftenfion ;  and  hence  arife 
the  pain  and  the  bending  of  the 
penis.     But  we  frequently  meet 

with 


[     27  J 

vith  Chordes,  where  we  can  dif- 
:over  no  traces  of  inflammation ; 
chat  is  to  fay,  we  find  no  thicken- 
ing, hardnefs,  or  forenefs  to  the 
i  touch  about  the  urethra,  nor  any 
heat  in  making  water. 

In  fuch  a  cafe  we  can  account 
for  the  contraction  of  the  corpus 
fpongiofum  only  by  attributing  that 
contraftion  to  fpafm. 

Nor  is  this  diftin6lion  merely 
theoretical ;  it  is  ufeful  in  pra6iice. 
If  we  treat  all  Chordes  alike,  we 
fhall  find  our  praffice  frequently 
unfuccefsful ;  but  by  varying  it,  as 
we  perceive  the  fymptom  to  be  ei- 

E  2  ther 
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ther  inflammatory  or  fpafmodic,  we 
lliall  procme  greater  relief  to  our 
patients,  and  fatisfaftion  to  our-^ 
felves. 

Page  45,  Of  the  manner  in  which 
the  inflammation  attacks  the  urethra. 

Mr,  FooTE,  as  ufual,  indulges 
his  propenfity  to  cavil ;  and  never^ 
thelefs  proceeds  to  confirm  Mr. 
Hunter's  opinion,  by  adducing  the 
evidence  of  a  cafe,  which  occurred 
under  his  own  obfervation ;  and 
which  ftrengthens  that  opinion,  as 
much  as  a  cafe  can  do. 

As  to  the  fpecific  diftance  of  the 
venereal  inflammation;  it  can  hardly 

be 
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I  be  doubted  that  the  injeftions,  which 
do  hot  pafs  far  into  the  urethra, 
would  fail  of  relieving  the  com- 
plaint, were  it  not,  that  the  inflam- 
mation does  not  commonly  reach 
to  a  great  extent.  For  injeftions 
are  not  often  thrown  high*  into  the 
urethra.  In  recent  gonorrhoea,  a 
bougie  has  been  introduced.  The 
complaint  of  forenefs  was  made 
only  while  the  inltrument  was  paf- 
fmg  along  the  firfl:  two  or  three 
inches  of  the  urethra. 

Mr.  Hunter  is  fpeaking  only  of 
the  general  courfe  of  the  difeafe.  He 

*  To  make  liquids  pafs  along  the  whole  of  the  canal 
of  the  urethra,  it  is  neceffary  to  inject  with  confiderable 
force.  Now  the  throwing  up  of  even  mild  injedtions 
with  violence,  is  generally  produdtive  of  mifchief. 

acknow- 
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acknowledges,  that  fometimes  the 
irritation  and  inflammation  are  ex- 
tended along  the  whole  of  the  ure- 
thra even  to  the  bladder. 

Sympathy, 

Mr.  F00TE5  in  the  comfe  of  his 
criticifms,  has  taken  great  pains  to 
fheWj  that  the  term  Jympathy  is 
ufed  by  Mr.  Hunter  in  an  im- 
proper fenfe ;  and  that  the  word 
irritation  ouc^ht  to  have  been  fubfti- 
tuted  for  it. — It  is  eafy  to  inftance 
a  variety  of  medical  writers  of  cha- 
ra6ler,  who  have  ufed  the  term 
fympathy  in  defcribing  affeftions  of 

the  body  independent  of  the  mind. 

But 
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iBut  to  fay  nothing  of  authorities, 
^very  man  has  moft  certainly  the 
iiberty  of  exprelTing  his  ideas  by 
Avhatever  terms  he  chufes,  provided 
Ihe  does  by  thofe  terms  render  his 
iideas  intelHgible. 

When  a  part  is  affeded  with  a 
ipainful  difeafe,  and  another  part 
which  has  no  immediate  connec- 
ition  with  the  firft  part,  becomes 
like  wife  painful;  fome  term  is  want- 
ing, by  which  we  may  explain  the 
affe6lion  of  the  fecond  part. — If 
there  be  inflammation  in  the  liver, 
and  a  pain  be  felt  in  the  top  of 
the  fhoulder,  or  if  the  tefticle  be 
fqueezed,  and  an  uneafmefs  of  the 

ftomach 
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ftomach  follow,  by  what  word  fliall 
we  communicate  an  idea  of  this  fe- 
condary  afFeftion  of  the  top  of  the 
flioulder,  or  of  the  ftomach? 

If  we  fay  a  part  has  been  irritated, 
we  are  fuppofmg  that  fome  irritat- 
ing fubftance  has  been  applied  to 
it.  But  when  the  tefticle  is  com- 
preffed,  and  the  patient  feels  an 
immediate  fenfe  of  uneafinefs  in  his 
ftomach,  we  are  at  a  lofs  to  difco- 
ver  what  irritation  could  have  been 
applied  to  the  ftomach  ;  or  to  con- 
ceive how  an  irritating  fubftance 
could  have  been  applied  to  it  by 
fqueezing  the  tefticle. 

Now 
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Now  the  word  fympathy,  which 
fignifies,  the  Juffering  with,  conveys 
as  clear  an  idea  of  the  fecondary  af- 
fe6tion  of  the  llomach,  or  of  the 
top  of  the  fhoulder,  as  our  prefent 
knowledge  of  Anatomy  and  Phyfi- 
plogy  can  enable  us  to  conceive. 
And  if  we  fay,  that  the  Stomach 
fympathifes  with  the  Tefticle,  we 
explain  ourfelves  as  intelligibly  as 
we  do  in  faying,  a  Spe6lator  fympa- 
thifes with  Mrs.  Siddons^,  when  we 
obferve  a  paflionate  Ihriek  of  the 
latter,  followed  by  a  fhriek  from 
the  former. 

*  "  When  Mrs.  Siddons^  in  fonnie  diftrefsful  fcene  in 
«  tragedy,  &c." 

Foote's  Observations. 

F  The 
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The  particular  mode,  in  which  a 
communication  is  made' of  the  fen- 
fations  of  the  ftomach  with  the  fen- 
fations  of  the  teilicle,  is  as  Httle  un- 
derftood,  as  the  manner  in  which 
fimilar  paffions  in  the  audience  are 
excited  by  the  difplay  of  fimilar 
paflions  in  the  aftrefs. 

Of  the  /welled  Tejlicle,^  p,  54. — It 
is  here  contended,  tliat  Mr.  Hun- 
ter is  totally  miftaken  in  his  opi- 
nion that  the  hernia  humorrhalis  is  a 
fympathy  of  the  tefticle  with  the 
urethra,  and  is  not  venereal. 

To  overturn  the  firft  part  of  this 

opinion,    he   reafons   by  analogy 

from 
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irom  the  fwelling  of  the  glands  in 
the  groin  during  the  inflammation 

of  the  urethra.  Thefe,    he  fays, 

arife  when  the  inflammation  is  the 
greatefl,  and  fubfide  as  that  goes 
off :  whereas  the  teflicle  fwells  at 
the  time  when  the  inflammation  is 
fubfiding,  or  in  great  meafure  gone 
ofT. 

Now  it  is  obvious,  that  there  is 
not  the  leafl  analogy  between  the 
circumftances  of  the  tefticle,  and 
thofe  of  the  inguinal  glands.  The 
abforbents  which  arife  from  the 
immediate  feat  of  the  difeafe,  pafs 
thro'  fome  gland  in  the  groin.  Be- 
ing acquainted  with  this  fa61:;  it  is 

F  2  eafy 
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eafy  for  us  to  underftand,  why,  the 
abforbent  being  irritated  or  in- 
flamed, the  inguinal  gland  fhould 
fwell. 

But  unlefs  the  venereal  matter  in 
the  urethra  be  extended  as  far  as 
the  caput  gallinaginis,  which  cer- 
tainly, if  we  can  judge  from  the 
feelings  of  patients,  is  not  generally 
the  cafe ;  no  venereal  matter  can 
poffibly  be  applied  to  the  tefticle. 

Even  when  fuppurations  take 
place  about  the  proftate  gland,  it 
is  a  very  rare  thing  for  a  hernia  hu- 
morrhalis  to  come  on.  Now,  in 
fuch  a  cafe,  it  is  far  more  likely  that 

the 
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the  matter  would  be  communicated 
along  the  vas  deferens  to  the  tefticle, 
ithan  in  the  common  Gonorrhoea. — 
Another  thing  worthy  of  our  con- 
fideration  is,  what  appertains  to  the 
veficulce  Jeminales,     Thefe  are  cer- 
tainly more  in  the  way  of  contami- 
nation, than  the  tefticle ;  becaufe 
the  diftance  between  them  and  the 
urethra  is  lefs,  than  between  the 
urethra  and  the  tefticle;   and  be- 
caufe being  cavities,  it  is  eafier  to 
fpread  the  matter  over  their  inter- 
nal furfaces,  than  over  the  internal 
furface  of  the  meanders  of  the  epi- 
didvmis  and  tefticle.    We  do  not 
ever  find  the  veficulae  feminales  la- 
bour under  an  affe6lion  fimilar  to 
the  hernia  humorrhalis.  I '  > 
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I  have  lately  diffeftqd  the  body  of 
a  patient  who  laboured  under  an 
ulcer  in  the  proftate  gland  from  a 
gonorrhoea,  which  ulcer  extended 
itfelf  into  the  bladder.  The  vefi- 
culce  Jeminales  were  perfeftly  found, 
nor  were  the  tefticles  fwollen. 

But  the  Author  of  the  Obferva- 
tions,  willing  to  make  a  home  thru/i, 
addreffes  himfelf  to  Mr.  Hunter  in 
the  following  words; — "  Do  you. 
"  upon  your  honour,  cure  all  fwol- 
"  len  tefticles  without  mercury," 
Sec  page  56,  line  1.  to  line  5. 

Mr.  Hunter  has  faid  as  much 
to  give  fatisfaftion  on  this  point,  as 
any  man  can  reafonably  defire. 

He 
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He  tells  you,  that  in  general  the 
fwelling  of  the  tefticle  fubfides  with 
the  common  treatment  of  inflamma- 
tion. He  has  even  .given  an  in- 
ftance,  in  which  a  tefiicle  fuppurated, 
and  neverthelefs,  the  cure  was  ef- 
fe6led  without  mercury. 

He  has  told  us,  that  merctiry 
is  fometimes  to  be  ufed  in  the 
treatment  of  the  fwollen  teftis.  But 
is  it  to  be  inferred,  that  the  fwollen 
tefticle,  which  was  cured  by  mer- 
cury, was  venereal,  unlefs  it  has 
been  fhewn,  that  mercury  will  cure 
no  other  fwellings  than  thofe  which 
are  fyphilitic? 


Without 


[    40  ] 

Without  adjuring  Mr.  Foote  by 
his  honour,  I  will,  in  return,  fimply 
alk  him,  if  he  can  fhew  that  a  ve- 
nereal abfcefs  has  been  cured  by 
the  means  which  cure  a  common 
abfcefs  ? 

I  will  not  aflert,  that  no  fwollen 
tefticle  is  venereal ;  but  I  think  I 
may  be  permitted  to  aflert,  that  Mr. 
Foote  has  not  in  any  wife  refuted 
Mr.  Hunter's  opinion  on  the  fub- 
je6l. 

Page  60,  61,  62,  63. — The  in- 
genious Author  of  thefe  pages  dif- 
covers  in  Mr.  Hunter's  Treatife 
do6lrines    which    he    has  never 

taught ; 
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and  then  induftrioufly  applies  him- 

felf  to  refute  thofe  do61;rines.  

"  The  fymptoms  of  gonorrhoea  are 
held  in  contempt  by  him  (Mr. 
"  H.),  and  he  is  eager  at  all  times 
"  to  repeat  to  us,  that  the  difcharge 
"  is  harmlefs ;  and  that  his  doubts 
"  about  the  had  conjequcnces  arifmg 
"  from  it,  are  entirely  at  an  end. 
"  Notwithftanding  there  are  ahfoT' 
"  hents,  they  do  not  ahforb,  &cJ' 

Now  to  prove  the  injuftice  of 
this  charge,  nothing  more  is  wanted 
than  an  appeal  to  the  words  of  Mr. 
Hunter. 

Treatife  on  the  Venereal  Difeafe, 
p.  86,  line  26.     "  It  is  always  ne- 

G  "  ceffary 
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ceflary  toiiave  in  view  the  pof- 
•  "  fibility  of  fome^  of  the  matter  being 
"  ahjorhed,  and  afterwards  appear- 
ing  in  the  form  of  a  lues  vene- 
"  rea." — — Again,  p.  87,  1.  13. 
"  Where  it  is  not  known  to  be 
"•abforbed,  &c." 

Again,  p.  253,  1.  9.  "  The  im- 
'  "  mediate  confequence  of  the  local 
"  difeafes,  gonorrhoea  and  chancre, 

which  is  called  bubo,  as  alfo  the 

lues  venera,  arife  from  the  ah- 
"  Jorption  of  fome  recent  venereal  mat- 
"  ter  from  Jome  Jurface  where  it  has 

been  applied  or  formed." 

Again,  p.  257,  liiie  1.    "  The 
Jecond  mode  of  abjorption  is  more 

"  fre- 
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"  frequent  than  the  former ;  and 
"  it  is  when  the  matter  apphed  has 
produced  a  gonorrhoea,  &c." 

Thefe  and  other  texts  to  the  fame 
purpofe,  are  plain  evidence,  that 
Mr.  Hunter's  doubts  about  the 
bad  confequences  arifmg  from  go- 
norrhoea, are  not  entirel)^  at  an 
end  ;  and  that  he  does  not  teach, 
that  itho'  there  are  abforbents,  they 
do  not  abforb,  &c.  ' 

With  how  fair,  attentive,  and 
candid  a  commentator,  is  Mr.  Hun- 
ter bleffed ! 


Mr.  Hunter  is  in  the  next  place 
lafhed  for  his  opinion,  that  wounds 

G  2  are 
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are  bad  abforbent  furfaces. — Here 
the  Protejler  thinks  he  has  him  fall 
by  the  ears;  and  with  fome  triumph 
inftances  innoculatincr  for  the  fmall 
pox  as  a  proof,  that  the  reverfe  of 
Mr.  Hunter's  doftrine  is  the  truth, 
and  that  wounds  are  very  good  ab- 
forbing  furfaces. 

But  furely,  the  gentleman  has 
been  either  a  ftranger  to  the  prac- 
tice of  innoculating,  or  an  inatten- 
tive obferver  of  the  progrefs  of  the 
infeftion ;  otherwife  he  would  have 
remarked,  that  an  alteration  in  the 
ftate  of  the  wounded  part,  almoft 
always  takes  place  before  any  proofs 

of  the  infeftion  having  been  com- 
municated 
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municated  to  the  conftitution,  make 
their  appearance. 

This  fdi£t,  therefore,  fupports  Mr. 
Hunter's  theory,  inftead  of  over- 
turning it. 

Inductions  from  experiments  with 
the  ticuna  are  foreign  to  the  fub- 
je6l ;  it  being  extremely  doubtful 
in  what  manner  that  poifon,  on  be- 
ing applied  to  a  wound,  produces 
the  death  of  the  wounded  animal. 

The  attentive  part  of  the  gentle- 
men, who  have  been  hearers  of  Mr. 
Hunter's  Le6lures  for  feveral  years 
paft,  can  readily  determine  what 
agreement  there  is  between  truth 

and 
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and  the  lower  half  of  page  63. — It 
is  not  for  me  to  prove,  that  Mr. 
Hunter  never  ufed  the  language, 
which  Mr.  Foote  puts  in  his 
mouth ;  but  a  cloud  of  witneffes 
can  teftify,  that  he  has  repeated- 
ly recommended  it  to  his  pu- 
pils to  take  notes,  and  compare 
them  one  with  the  other.  And 
it  is  equally  true,,  that  the  earlieft 
copies  of  his  Le6lures  agree  in  ge- 
neral with  thofe,  which  have  been 
lately  taken. 

Page  65  to  page  84. — Mr.  Hun- 
TER  is  roughly  handled  for  publifh- 
ing  his  opinion,  that  a  gonorrhoea 
will  in  general  get  well  without  the 
help  of  medicine.  I  can- 
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I  cannot  help  fufpeffing,  and  my 
readers  may  likewife  fufpe^l,  that 
interefted  ^  motives  may  be  an  in- 
ducement with  fome  perfons  to  ob- 
ject to  this  do&ine.  For  whether 
true  or  falfe,  its  being  generally  re- 
ceived woiild  be  very  difadvantage- 
ous  to  a  number  of  empirics,  and 
even  to  fome  men  dignified  by  the 
titles  of  Surgeons.  But  what  I  have 
juft  faidy  calls  for  an  apology :  for 

I  am  confcious  that  it  is  wrong  to 
follow  Mr.  Foote's  example,  in  of- 
fering infmuations  and  fuppofitions 
in  the  place  of  arguments  and  ex- 
periments. 

Before   I  proceed   to    the  re- 
mainder   of   Mr.  Foote's  objec- 
tions, 
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tions,  let  me  prefent  the  reader  with 
a  fummary  view  of  Mr.  Hunter's 
opinions  on  the  fubje6l  before  us. 

He  beheves  that  gonorrhoea  in 
general  cures  itfelf,  and  that  medi- 
cine is  unneceffary.  That,  how- 
ever, tho'  time  alone  will  com- 
monly cure  a  gonorrhoea,  yet  that 
art  will  often  render  the  cure  more 
fpeedily  eflFe6led,  than  if  the  com- 
plaint be  left  to  itfelf. 

The  better  to  afcertain  the  truth 
of  this  opinion,  he  gives  to  fome 
patients  labouring  under  gonorrhoea, 
bread  pills,  and  he  finds  they  all 
get  well ;  but  not  fo  foon  as  when 
art  is  employed.  That, 
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That,  tho'  a  gonorrhoea  often 
/tures  itfelf,  yet  very  difagreeable 
[effe61"s  fometimes  follow  it ;  as 
jtthe  inflammation  extending  itfelf 
I  beyond  the  ordinary  bounds,  along 
ithe  whole  of  the  urethra,  and  even 
ito  the  bladder,  ureters,  and  kidnies, 
occafioning  ulceration  in  the  ure-' 
thra,    abfceffes  in  Cowper's  glands, 

That  fometimes  the  gonorrhoea 
will  continue  for  a  length  of  time, 
in  fpite  of  every  thing  which  we 
can  do  ;  and  that,  in  fuch  a  cafe, 
it  is  very  happy,  that  in  time  a  cure 
will  be  efFe6led  by  the  matter  ceaf- 
ing  to  have  the  power  of  keeping 

H  ^^P 
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Up  the  irritatiDii  in  the  urethra,  and 
in  fhort,  by  the  difeafe  wearing  it- 
felf  out. 

That  in  this  manner  a  cure  of  the 
gonorrhoea  takes  place,  but  not  of 
its  conjequences. 

That  it  is  very  feldom,  that  the 
matter  of  a  gonorrhoea  taints  the  ha- 
bit ;  yet  that  this  does  fometimes 
happen,  and  then  the  patient  gets  a 
lues  venerea. 

This,  I  believe,  is  an  accurate 
ftatement  of  Mr.  Hunter's  doftrine. 
I  have  repeatedly  and  attentively 
perufed  Mr.  Foote's  commentary 

upon 
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upon  it :  I  think  with  impartiaUty. 
But  I  can  difcern  very  Httle  befide  a 
continuation  of  his  attempt  to  place 
his  author  in  a.  ridiculous  point  of 
view,  and  to  amufe  the  fancy  of 
his  readers  by  the  irregular  fallies 
of  all  ungoverned  imagination. 

When  he  is  denying  the  propoli- 
tion,  that  gonorrhoea  cures  itfelf,  he 
confounds  the  gonorrhoea  with  the 
lues  venerea  ;  for  he  talks  of  the  go- 
norrhoea  Jhijting  its  fituation,  and  ading 
on  every  part  of  the  conjlitution.  Page 
70,  line  23. — Now  the  abfurdity  of 
this  objeffion  is  glaring ;  for  if  the 
urethra  become  free  from  difeafe, 
then  gonorrhoea  is  unqueftionably 

H  2  at 
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at  an  end.  A  confequent  conftitu- 
tional  affeftion  is  a  new  matter;  and 
it  ceafes  to  be  an  objeft  of  concern, 
in  what  form  the  previous  local  af- 
fection appeared,  and  in  what  man- 
ner it  was  removed. 

Mr.  Hunter  tells  us,  that  gonor- 
rhoeas will  cure  themfelves.  Never- 
thelefs,  that  in  many  cafes  a  cure  is 
more  fpeedily  efFefted  by  proper 
remedies,  than  when  art  is  totally 
negleft ed ;  but  that  the  misfortune 
is,  that  we  have  not  yet  learned  to 
diftinguifh  in  which  cafes  medicine 
is  ferviceable,  and  in  which  it  is 
ufelefs.  As  we  have  not  attained 
to  that  knowledge,  it  may  be  natu- 
rally 
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rally  concluded,  that  in  general 
it  is  worth  while  to  make  a  trial  of 
art ;  and  we  are  acquainted  with 
the  authors  methods  of  treatincr  the 
complaint. 

I  do  not  prefume  to  decide  on 
the  merits  of  Mr.  Hunter's  per- 
formance ;  or  to  determine  whether 
his  mode  of  treatment  has  a  claim 
to  excellence ;  but,  at  any  rate,  he 
is  intitled  to  the  thanks  of  the  pub- 
lic for  the  candid  and  unreferved 
manner  in  which  he  has  laid  open 
his  praclice. 

The  reputation,  which  he  had  ac- 
quired of  accurately  underftanding, 

and 
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and  of  being  poffefled  of  a  peculiar 
and  advantageous  method  of  treat- 
ing tne  difeafe,  would  have  enabled 
him  to  have  gratified  every  inte- 
refted  inclination,  by  afFe6ling  the 
concealment  of  his  knowledge. 

From  the  sera  of  the  difeafe  to 
the  prefent  hour,  never  has  a  work 
appeared,  in  which  the  author  has 
advanced  his  fentiments  with  greater 
caution,  diffidence,  and  modefty. 
Availinsi;  himfelf  nothings  of  the 
great  chara6ler  which  he  poffelfes 
in  experiment  and  obfervation,  he 
is  rio  v/here  dogmatic.  He  aflvS 
credit  for  no  opir'non,  farther  than 
he  fupports  it  by  fa6ls  and  by  rea- 
(bnin2[.  No 
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No  work  deferving  the  attention 
of  criticifm  has  appeared,  in  which 
there  is  an  exemption  from  error. 
Mr.  Hunter's  Treatife  may  have 
its  imperfeftions.  Had  Mr.  Foote 
attempted  to  have  pointed  them 
out  in  a  manner  agreeable  to  the 
true  fpirit  and  laws  of  criticifm,  his 
undertaking  might  have  been  praife- 
worthy.  But  with  what  kind  of 
fpirit  he  penned  his'  Obfefvations, 
or  by  what  laws  he  was  guided,  let 
the  reader  difcover. 

Dean  Swift  faid  to  a  young  cler- 
gyman,     Never  attempt  at  wit  in 
your  difcourfes,    for  it   is  ten 
thoufand  to  one  if  you  have  any." 

Happily, 
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Happily,  Mr.  Foote  never  heard 
of,  or  defpifed  the  Dean's  advice. 
Had  he  attended  ,  to  it,  Mr.  Hun- 
ter would  have  loft  the  honour 
of  being  introduced  into  the  com- 
pany of  Diogenes,  Luther,  and 
Calvin. — Mr.  Foote  would  have 
loft  the  glory  of  aftociating  the 
ideas  of  Gonorrhoea,  Fun,  Reli- 
gion, Idolatry,  the  Rubric,  run- 
away Horfes,  Tricks  upon  Cards, 
Records  of  Parliament,  and  a  fober 
game  at  Whift.  And  the  Printer 
would  have  loft  the  entire  profits 
arifing  from  page  67,  68,  and  many 
other  pages. 


The 
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The  remainder  of  this  firfl  part 
of  Mr.  Foote's  work  affords  me 
little  opportunity  of  replying  to  par- 
ticular palfages. 

He  declaims  againft  the  perni- 
cious tendency  of  Mr.  Hunter's 
do&ines,  and  againft  his  preten- 
fions  to  novelty  or  utility  ;  but  his 
proofs  and  arguments  are  yet  to 
come.  They  who  have  perufed  Mr. 
Hunter's  publication  can  tell  if  it 
has  given  them  any  information. — 
That  there  can  be  any  thing  ih 
Surgery  or  in  Science  novel  to  Mr. 
FooTE,  let  thofe  determine,  who 
are  better  acquainted  with  his  eru- 
dition and   knowledge.      But  as 

I  there 
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there  are  many  in  the  profeffion, 
who  have  no  pretenfions  to  om- 
nifcience,  to  them  it  is  poffible  that 
Mr.  Hunter  may  teach  fomething. 

In  page  87,  Mr.  Foote  is  afto- 
nifhed,  that  Mr.  Hunter  fhould 
conclude,  that,  becaufe  a  gonor- 
rhoea gets  well,  whatever  injeftions 
be  ufed,  that  therefor^  no  inje6lions 
cure  a  gonorrhoea,  but  that  it  gets 
well  of  itfelf. 


He  tells  us,  Mr.  Hunter  fhould 
(on  the  contrary)  have:  afferted,  and 
with  more  confonance  to  reafon, 
diat  all  injeftions  tend  to  the  fame 

end, 
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end,  and  that  the  complaint  yields 
to  their  fpecific  power.  But  in  page 
loi  we  read,  "  I  fay,  that  a  mer- 
"  curial  injedion  is  a  fpecific  for  a 
"  gonorrhoea;  and  that  the  emol- 
"  lients,  fedatives,  and  adftringents, 
"  fet  down  by  the  Profeffor,  ought 
"to  be  confidered  .  as  adventitious 
"  aids,  under  the  all-controuling  pow- 
"  er  of  mercury,  as  flip-flops  are  to 
"  James's  Powder,  and  a  variety  of 
"  adjun6ls  to  the  Peruvian  Bark." 

In  the  firft  quoted  paragraph,  all 
injeftions  are  faid  to  be  Jpecifics,- — 
In  another  page,  mercurial  injec- 
tions are  the  Jpecifics,  and  all  the 
reft  only  adventitious  aids.  The 

I  2  com- 
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comparing  of  thefe  two  paragraphs, 
may  fuggeft  to  the  reader  the  old 
proverb,  "  fome  great  wits  have 
"  fhort  memories." 

In  page  93,  99.  The  Protejler 
being  ftiil  refolved  that  Mr.  Hun- 
ter (hall  be  ever  in  the  wrong, 
prefumes  that  though  he  has 
not  faid,  yet  he  has  conceived 
fomething  in  which  he  is  mifta- 
ken. 

Mr.  Hunter  has  been  faying, 
that  fometimes,  by  an  accidental 
"  fever  coming  on,  the  difcharge 
"  has  ftoppedj  the  pain  in  making 

water 
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"  water  has  gone  off,  and  the  go- 
"  norrhoea  has  finally  terminated." 


Now,  could  any  man,  befide  Mr. 
F00TE5  have  inferred  from  this 
narrative,  that  a  perfon  thus  cured 
by  a  fever  might  not  have  fuffered 
an  abjorption  of  venereal  matter 
into  the  conftitution  previous  to,  or 
during  the  cure  hy  the  fever  ? 

He  will  likfewife  permit  me  to 
afk,  Whether,  previous  to  his  draw- 
ing his  conclufion  from  the  Lieu- 
tenant's cafe  (p.  99),  he  ought  not  to 
have  been  certain,  that  no  abforp- 
tion  of  venereal  matter  took  place 


\ 
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before  the  gentleman  fell  ill  of  the 
variolous  fever,  , 

Equally  unfortunate  is  the  Pro- 

tejier  in  confounding  in  page  loo, 

the  abforption  of  venereal  poifon 
into  the  habit,   with  the  a5lion  of 

the  venereal  poifon  in  the  habit. 

If  the  reader  will  attentively  pe- 
rufe    Mr.  Hunter's  work,  pages 

54^  55'  5^5  57'  5^^  ^"d  compare 
them  with  pages  91,  92,  and  part 
of  93,  he  will  render  it  needlefs  for 
me  to  vindicate  Mr.  Hunter  from 
the  charge  of  felf-contradi6lion, 
which  Mr.  Foote  brings  againft 
him  in  page  107. 

If 
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1 

I     If  he  has  been  a  practitioner  of 
i  much  experience,  he  will  he  able 
(i  to  recolle6l  numerous  inftances  in 
which  a  fwelled  tefticle  from  a  go- 
norrhoea fpeedily  fubfided,  and  got 
iwell :  and  others,  in  which  a  par- 
itial  enlargement  of  the  tefticle,  and 
(efpecially  of  the  epididymis,  re- 
mained {ov  a  length  of  time,  in  fpite 
*of  all  his  endeavours  to  reduce  it. 
And  if  he  has  performed  the  opera- 
tion by  incifion  for  the  radical  cure 
of  the  hydrocele  many  times,  or 
attended  the  cures  of  patients  who 
have  fubmitted  to  it,  he  will  at  once 
acquiefce  in  Mr.  Hunter's  ftate-' 
ment  of  the  fpaces  of  time  required 
for  the  fubfiding  of  the  teftis  after 

that 
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that  operation,  and  for  the  removal 
of  the  fwelhng  of  the  fame  part  in 
many  cafes  of  Hernia  HumorrhaHs. 

The  fame  unfairnefs  in  the  Pro- 
tejler  is  to  be  found  in  page  94. — 
If  to  his  quotation  ending  line  16, 
he  had  added  only  two  more  lines, 
the  reader  would  have  perceived 
that  he  might  have  fpared  himfelf 
the  trouble  of  quoting  at  all. 

Hunter,  p.  76,  line  3.  After 
any  a6lion,"  "  it  can  therefore 
"  be  of  no  confequence  whether 
"  the  matter  is  allowed  to  lie  upon 
"  it  or  not ;  but  by  removing  it, 
"  the   medicines   are   allowed  to 

come 
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"  come  in  contaft  with  the  inflam- 
ed  furface." 


I  am  not  infifting  upon  the  truth 
of  Mr.  Hunter's  theory ;  but  I 
find  no  difficulty  in  fhewing,  that 
th  e  Protejler,  in  the  examples 
which  he  has  given  us,  has  falfely 
charged  him  with  felf-contradic- 
tion. 

In  reviewing  page  109,  I  remark, 
that  it  feems  the  obferver  has  looked 
into  South,  Lock,  and  Johnson. 
It  had  been  better  to  have  Jludied  them. 


I  have  now  attended  Mr.  Foote 
through  the  firft  part  of  his  Obfer- 

K  vations. 
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vations.  Of  his  language,  ftile, 
and  grammar,  I  am  filent ;  becaufe 
the  purity  of  a  Swift,  or  the  ele- 
gance of  an  ApDisoN,  could  not 
have  attoned  for  falfe  reafoning, 
mifreprefentation,  and  want  of  can- 
dor. 

After  all,  it  muft  be  confelfed, 
that  the  Protefter  is  merciful  in 
the  midft  of  judgment. — — Con- 
fcious  that  the  value  of  his  book 
will  infure  to  it  an  immortality, 
he  "  will  not  be  accelfary  to  Mr. 
"  Hunter's  farther  difgrace,  or 
"  aim  to  make  an  igjiominious  Jlain 
"  indelible,  by  enlarging  on  the  fub- 
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r'jeft*."    Was    not    Mr.  Foote 
i  then  of   a  gentle  difpofition,  the 
i  efcutcheon  of  Mr.  Hunter's  re- 
i  putation  would  be  fulHed  with  a 
[lain,  never  to  be  wiped  away ! — 
!Mr.  Foote  is  in  no  fuch  danger 
ifrom  his   humble    Reviewer ;  he 
Ifeeks    not    immortality,    he  writes 
not  for  pqfterity.     If  he  can  affift 
the  lefs  enlightened  part   of  the 
people  of  to-day,  in  afcertaining  the 
value   of   the    Obfervations  on  the 
New ,, Opinions  o/'John  Hunter, 
he  afks  no  more. — When  his  work 
has  done  this,  let  it  peaceably  em- 
brace Mr.  Foote's  in  the  trunk- 

*  Foote's  Obfervations. 

^  maker's 
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maker's  warehoufe,  or  let  them'  go 
hand  in  hand 


..  .  in  vicum  vendentem  thus,  et  odores, 
Et  piper,  et  quicquid  chartis  amicitur  ineptis. 
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